Dear Howard 


1 1 / 8/76 

Mhile shavigg it occurred to me that when you see the enclosures indiciting 
we are not getting along well with the new house commitee you sight be a little troubled 
and wonder if I'm just being cranky. Sothing like it as you'll learn this weekend from 
Jim, who for the first time to my knowledge actually blew up Saturday. 

He has quited down too much, last night I suggested changing and toughening the 
telegram he sent Sprague. There are so many ground for the most legitimate protest and 
opposition 1 wanted to pick ours more selectively said to emphasize those that may give 
him/them more possibility of trouble with some of the Ambers and perhaps with the media 
if this goes public. We’ll do nothing along that line^for a while. I've taken the initial 
steps to having some students hand-deliver copies to embers if there is no change by 
the time we return or soon thereafter. 

If Jim makes the changes I suggested the focus of his^ protest and explanation of 
the countersteps he has taken will be on Hay's rights and im's obligation as counsel, 
it puts Sprague where the Phila ACLD put him, contemptuous of and intendeing to violate 
Hay's rights, decency and practise and all for no purpose. This is consistent with my 
reference to laughingstock in ay letter of the day before. 

What it comes down to h.s several parts. The first is that without being prepared and 
after two weeks of refusing to prepare they want to rush ofi and question Foreman in the 
expectation of solving the ^-ing assassination, this end they want a release from Bay. 

We wanted some assurances in the preservation of Hay's rights. My initial conference was 
vbased upon assurances of confidentiality in our relations with them. These came to me 
from Sprague and were repeated later by others. I told them that without these and without 
observance of them I'd not be able to be as helpful as I consider possible. 

While as I'm sure you do not have to be told there are other considerations when a 
character like Foreman is involved we asked that we have copies of what they are not 
precluded from giving us, particularly anything they get that is covered by court orders 
and was denied us by the power of those denying and the unwilligness of the judge .We 
neither asked not expected any breaching of confidentiality on their part, any impro- 
priety of any kind and for sure there were no literary interests of mine involved. With 
the potential of selective leaks when Hay's case is before the Supreme ^©urt and that 
does not limit his recpurse I'm sure you can see why we had to insist on no leaks or 
plantings of bits and pieces with the Lanes and his likes. 

So first the guy next to Sprague told Jim he could not promise confidentiality and 
then the guy next to & him, Qzer, said that If im did not give him the release he'd 
just go there and demand ££ it of Bay anyway. The first guy is your local, Bratton, He 
called me yesterday about somethigg else. 

Jim exploded to Oser, who waa visiting family in South Dakota. I cooled Mm down and 
suggested that he first phone the wardne, then Jimmy, tell the warden to givejaone of 
these people access to Jimmy and Jimmy not to sign it. jimmy agreed readily. He has also 
signecjl a release to me waiving, to me only, rights to privacy with BJ records*.! suggested 
that im write Sprague and spell it all out. A e appraently decided to think- it over more 
and thus last night read me telegram drafts. In the suggestions I made I toughened the 
direct confrontation with Sprague, as in telling him directly that as soon as Ms subordinate 
naM-minded threatened overt violation of Hay's rights Jim phoned Mm and obtained Ms 
agreement to sign no release and see nobody and that he had so directed the warden. Tills 
will tell Sprague pretty clearly that we are neither figgjfctened nor intimidated nor about 
to compromise principle for Ms imagined need.lt will also tell ih him that he will not get 
any help from us if he tries to deal with us arroangantly or in any manner that ever sug- 
gests we depart from the sttaightests of the narrow paths. But imagine all these lawyers 
insisting that for no reason at all Bay and Ms counsel waive all rights with regard to 
Foreman and give that monster a license to do mere evij for no reason at all. You should 
understand that Jim was prepared to Mur recommend to immy that he agree if in doing it 
he could also assure Jimmy of the protection of Ms rights. They wanted it with no protection. 

{button phoned me yesterday mak-ing a big deal of Ms working on a Sunday. wanted 
to know about the status of the spectre, of wMch he knew nothing. He had been reading 
your book and learned about it for the first time in it. (When I saw they I strongly 



urged that they hoy a supply as use it as the staff primer,) I answered his questidfea, 
told him more than he asked and went into this situation,, He may he innocent In it bat 
he has to see the whipsaw^ Be was there and recalls dearly - says so- that Sprague did 
promise confidentiality. e also says that he will not promise it because he t ad 
assure it. Well, I have no complaint with Ms personal position and respect and apprec- 
iate the inherent honesty. But it is a situation with which we cannot conform and I’m sure 
he also sees that. Our conversation was not al all unpleasant. I told him that if they 
cannot live up to reasonable agreements it severely limits the help I can or will offer, 
l told him I'm still willing to do some thigs but others are impossible now and will be 
as long as it is in effect a pne— way deal. I did not tell him all, like they have begun 
to leak and have given stuff to an unknown lawyer, through a Senator, that if they were 
going to give to anyone should have been given to Jimmy's criminal counsel. Id aldo did not 
go into the worst of Ozer. erely enough for a lawyer to see it if he did not know to 
begin with or in fact order it. 

Let me cue you in a little more. One day a week ago Sprague met with Richard ^ast, 
one of the more disreputable of the skilled private eyes, the guy who pulled the bugging 
deal with Colson; Bill Turner and a weirdo, an authentically insane man Bobert L ee Lewis. 
keanwMle, yesterday’s call from Bratton was the first word I’ve had from them on JFK. I 
offered one of their counsel who want to talm to me about Hng the evidentiary hearing and 
guilty-plea transcripts. They have yet to get F rame-Up or any of our court papers, thus 
they have nothing on Foreman, not even his depositions, because he was not a witness, and 
ttaey know only what was relevant in the evid. hearing. If they have read and mastered 
14 volumes in two weeks. When they begin knowing nothing tMs would be quite and intel- 
lectual feat, methinkso 

I bracket these two and eliminate all the rest for now. They spend their with 
nuts and ©rooks and have done no real work or even reading. In fact they have kept them- 
selves ignorant, I presume they are readongl Lane and Thompson, etc. I’ll also simplify; 
ean you imagine how their heads are screwed on if they have not asked either of us a 
single thing a out Foreman and are rushing off to question Mm? About what? Knowing what? 
Wnat can they be doing on JFK without speaking to me? 

Something has happened there about me, 1 ^ may be that Sprague decided that one who 
stands up ana is direct is one with whom he can’t deal, regardless of Ms expressed 
approval for my position when we met* (I©, they have not returned the promised expenses*) 
Their research director, without waiting for an invitation, told me he was coding up in a 
couple of days, taking a room at the Holiday Ian and bringing a xerox here. I ve heard 
nothing sinee. A friend of Ms phoned me about Turner and Lewis and said he'd'be naiiw 
immediately. |e hasn t. So I wonder what kind of research they are doing when they are 
ignoring and now will not get all the work I’ve already done for them. 

He was on the Abzgg subcommittee on FQIA. While he did see to it that after that 
committee s life was over the files I loaned were returned he also ripped my work off and 
presented it as the .work of the library of Congress by-wMch he was then employed. This 
is what it actually is styled in the record. Make your own ethical reading. 

Continuing tMs personal reading, without the “embers of whom I presume you know 
enough, Sprague’s word, as of now, is xmKkxsx worthless. Bratton speaks well and does badly. 
Ozer, who appears to be counsel in charge on Ling is arrogant and oboes sed with pwoer that 
he has never learned to use, no doubt Ms M trai n in g . (He was in charge of the Detroit 
Boffa investigation and wqs denounced on 60 Minutes last night by Chuckie O’Brien as crazy). 

The only worhhhwile records they have obtained of wMeh I know are what I suggested 
they borrow on King. With 31150,000 to spend in about three koaths they have not obtained 
any of ay books. They know so little about the JFK assassination it was a surprise to 
Bratton to know there is a spectra suit and he learned it from your book only when they 
ad me in and he was there when I said I could given them the basic factual material they 
need and if they will address the basic evidence of the homicide I will do tMs. They have 
been in business more than a month and they have not yet gotten into a position to learn 
what they mast know to make a beg inning . At the same time they are playing Dick Daring 
armed only with unrecognized ignorance. And are doing this arrogantly and in deliverate 

contempt of law and decency. Hastily, 



